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SIR: 



RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

This paper addresses the OfTice Action dated April 8, 2003. 



REMARKS 

The Office Action of April 8, 2003 states that the present application 
includes claims directed to the following inventions: 

Group I, claims 8 to 10, drawn to a product (composition of a zirconium 
alloy) 

Group IIA, claim 1 1 , dawn to a use of a product (cladding tube) 

Group IMA, claim 12, drawn to a use of a product (flat bar) 

Group NIB, claim 13, drawn to a process of making a product (nuclear 

components) 

Group IIB, claim 14, drawn to a process of making a product (tubing) 

The Office Action alleges that Groups I, IIA, IMA, IIB and IIIB do not relate to a single 
general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 13.2, 
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they lack the same or corresponding special technical features for the following 
reasons: 

Group I and IIA/IIIA,IIB/IIIB are related as subcombination and combination 
Group HA and MB are related as product and process of making product 
(tubing) 

Group IIIA and NIB are related as product and process of making a product 
(flat components) 

Group MB and IIIB are related as combination and subcombination. 

The Office Action furthermore submits that upon election of one of Group I, HA, IIB, 
IIIA or IIIB, the Applicant is further required to elect a single species for the 
zirconium based alloy. 

In response, Applicants respectfully elect Group I, with traverse. In response to the 
Examiners further requirements of election of a single species, Applicant respectfully 
chooses the composition as recited in claim 8 as the single species. 

Applicants respectfully submit that unity of invention is established in the claims by 
the inclusion of an alloy composition which is new and is a common feature for all 
claims of the application. Through this common feature PCT Rule 13.2 is satisfied. 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction 
requirement. 

FEES 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any necessary fees or credit any 
overpayments under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 and 1.17 to Deposit Account No. 11-0600. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant respectfully submits that the pending claims should be examined 
a whole. Prompt consideration of the present application is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



John M. Vereb 
Reg. No. 48,912 

KENYON & KENYON 
One Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 425-7200 



Dated: 
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